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SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Interocsl Agreement for Public School Facility Planning

DEPARTMENT: Planning and Development  DIVISION: Planning

Ty

ONTACT: Tony Matthews’” “— EXT. 7373

AUTHORIZED BY: Donald S. Fishers

Agenda Date 04/08/03 Regular Consent | | Work Session || Briefing [
Public Hearing — 1:30 | Public Hearing - 7:00 [_]

MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the attached interlocal Agresment for Public School Facility Planning with a
finding of consistency with the requirements of Florida Statutes and transmit 1o the
Florida Department of Communily Affairs for issuance of a Notice of Intent finding the
Agreement consisient with state law.

(Countywide) {Tony Matthews, Principal Planner)

BACKGROUND:

Laws of Florida 2002-298, requires local governmenis to develop and execute an
Iinterlocal Agreement for coordinated land use and public school facility planning. The
Board of County Commissioners has been designated as the agency responsible for
facilitating the Inferlocal Agreament for Seminole County, the School Board and County
Municipalities.

The aliached “interlocal Agreement for Public School Facility Planning” (the
“‘Agresment”) was prepared by the Planning Technical Advisory Committee, which is
comprised of a representative from Semincle County, the Seminole County School
Board and sach of the County Municipalities. In February, the Florida Department of
Community Affairs (DCAY completed an informal review of a draft of the proposed
Agreement and issued a letier stating that the draft Agreement included all reguired
components {see enclosed letier).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
Recommend adoption of the attached Interlocal Agreerment for Public School Facility
Planning with a finding of consistency with the reguirements of Florida Statutes.

LAND PLANNING AGENCY (LPA) BRIEFING: ée";‘i;\‘?d by: g |
On March 5, 2003, the LPA recommend approval of the subject |pig @ —"|

Agreement, 7 1o 0. Other:_:
DO
Ch

File No,_rpdpd?

Attachments: Fact Sheet, Agreement, DCA lefier, public comment.




ADDITIONAL BACKGROUND:
Attached is a Fact Sheel with additional background regarding the proposed

Agreement. The proposed Agreement is based on a model agreement prepared by
DCA.

Meeting dates have been tentatively set by the School Board and County Municipatities
to adopt this Agreement in a timely fashion o meet the May 1, 2003 deadline. Florida
Statutes encourages the adoption of a single agreement among participants.

PUBLIC COMMENT:

A community meeting was held on January 30, 2003, fo receive public input regarding
the proposed Agreement. Two (2) residents have expressed concemn that the
Agreement favors the School Board and that more of the language from the model
agresment should be incorporated into the proposed Agreement {see enclosed emails).

Staff has also briefed the Councit of Governmenis in Seminole County (CALNG)
regarding of the Agreement and has requested their support of the Agreement.

SANCTIONS FOR NOT COMPLETING THE AGREEMENT:

The state may impose sanctions {(withholding of certain funds) on the County and
School Board if the Agreement is not received at DCA by the May 1, 2003 deadline.
Semincle County will receive grant monies in the amount of $8,780 for completion of the
Agreement.

Bpdprojectsiintergavernmentistate\schoot interlocel agresment_boo agends for 4 & 03.doc
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. What is the nurpose of the interiocal Agreement?

Local governments are required to develop and execule an Interlocal Agreement for
coordinated land use and public schootl facility planning (Laws of Florida 2002-296,
effective May 31, 2002}

The Roard of County Commissioners has been designated as the agency
responsible for facilitating the Interlocal Agreement for Seminole County, the School
Board and Municipalities in Seminocle County.

State statutes encourage adoption of a single agreement among participants.

. What are the minimum recuirements of the Interlocal Agreement?

A process by which the local government and school district agree and base their
plans on consistent projections of the amount, type and distribution of population
growth and student enroliment;

A process to share and coordinate information relating to existing and planned school
facilities, including school renovations and closures and local plans for deveiopment
and redevelopment;

Participation with school board in the process of evaluating potential school closures,
significant renovations to existing schools and new site selection prior 1o
acquisition...and how the school district may request an amendment to the local
comprehensive plan for school siting;

A process for determining need and timing for onsite and offsite improvements
relating o new, expanded or renovated schools;

A process for school board to notify local governments regarding school capacity
(Note: This an optional requirement; however, a public hearing is required if this is
not a part of the agreement);

Participation of focal governments with school board’s 5-year facilities program and
plant survey,

A process for determining joint use of schooi board or local government facilities for
mutual benefit and efficiency;

A procedure for dispute resolution between the school district and local governments;
and

Oversight process, including public participation, for implementation of the
agreement.



3. Are there state reviews of the interiocal Agreement?

« The Office of Educational Faciliies, SMART (Soundly Made, Accountable,
Reascnable, and Thrifty) Schools Clearinghouse and the Florida Department of
Community Affairs (DCA) will review and comment on the Interlocal Agreement.
DCA will issue a Notice of Intent finding the Agreement compliant or noncompliant
with state law.

4 How was the Interlocal Agreement prepared?

» The Planning Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC), comprised of staff from
Seminole County, the School Board and County Municipalities, developed the
interlocal Agreement to meet the minirmum provisions of state law.

s The Interlocal Agreement is being presented {o each participant for adoption.

5. Are there anv penalties for failure to submit the interlocal
Agreement?

¢ The state may impose sanctions (withholding of certain funds) on local governments
and school boards i the Interlocal Agreement is not received at DCA by the May 1,
2003 deadiine, ' '

s in February, DCA completed an informal review of a draft of the proposed Agreement
and issued a letter stating that the draft Agreement included all required components.

Mpdiprojectstintergovernmentistaielschoot interlocal fact sheet for bee 4_8 03.doc



26
27
28

INTERLOCAL AGREEN
PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITY PLANNING

THIS INTERLOCAL AGREEMENT FOR PUBLIC SCHOOL FACILITY PLANNING,
herein referred to as the “Agresment”, is made and entered into as of the most recent
date shown below by and among the SCHOOL BOARD OF SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA, a political subdivision of the State of Florida and a body corporate pursuant
to Section 230.21, Florida Statutes, whose address is 400 East Lake Mary Boulevard,
Sanford, Florida 32773-7127; SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA, a political subdivision of
the State of Florida, whose address is Seminole County Services Building, 1101 East
First Street, Sanford, Florida 32771-1468; the CITY OF ALTAMONTE SPRINGS
FLORIDA, a municipal corporation, whose address is 225 Newburyport Avenue,
Altamonte Springs, Florida 32701; the CITY OF CASSELBERRY, FLORIDA, a
municipal corporation, whose address is 95 Triplet Lake Drive, Casselberry, Forida
32707, the CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA, whose address is 100 North Country Club
Road, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, the CITY OF LONGWOOD, FLORIDA, a municipal
corporation, whose address is 175 West Warren Avenue, h@ﬁng}odg Florida 32750; the
CITY OF OVIEDO, FLORIDA, a municipal corporation, whose address is 400
Alexandria Boulevard, Oviedo, Florida 32765; the CITY OF SANFORD, FLORIDA, a
municipal corporation, whose address is 300 North Park Avenue, Sanford, Florida
32771-1788; and the CITY OF WINTER SPRINGS, FLORIDA, a municipal corporation,
whose address is 1126 East State Road 434, Winter Springs, Florida 32708-2798.

WHEREAS, the School Board of Seminole County, Florida; Seminole County,
and the seven (7) municipal corporations listed above shall be herein referred to as the
“SCHOOL BOARD, the “COUNTY", the “CITIES”", or "CITY", respectively, or
corporately as the "PARTIES", and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES recognize a mutual obligation and responsibility for
the education, nuriuring and general well-being of the children, citizens and students

within their respective community; and

fpdiprojectsiintergovernmentstate\school interfocal agreement to bee on 4_8_08.doc 1
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WHEREAS, the PARTIES recognize the benefits to children, citizens and
students of their respective communities by more closely coordinating their
comprehensive land use and public school facilities planning programs via: (1) improved
coordination of development of new public schools in time and location with land
devalopment activities; (2) greater efficiency for the PARTIES by locating public schools
to take advantage of existing and planned transportation corridors, waler, sewer, and
narks and recreational faciiities; (3) improved student access and safety by coordinating
the construction of new and expanded public schools with road, sidewalk and trail
construction programs of the COUNTY and CITIES,; (4) improved urban form by locating
and designing public schools to serve as focal points of the communities; (5) improved
efficiency and convenience by co-locating public schools with parks, ball fields,
recreational facilities, libraries, and other community facilities to take advantage of joint
use opportunities; (6} reduction of pressures contribuling to urban sprawl; and (7]
support of existing neighborhoods by appropriately locating new public schools and

expanding and renovating existing public schools; and

WHEREAS, Section 1013.35(2)(a), Florida Statutes, requires that the location of
public educational facilities must be consistent with the comprehensive plan and

implementing land development regulations of the appropriate governing body; and

WHEREAS, Part I, Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, requires the coordination of
local government comprehensive plans with the comprehensive plans of adjacent local

governments and the plans of school districts; and

WHEREAS, Section 163.3177(6)(h}1 and 2, Florida Statules, requires each local
government to adopt an intergovernmental coordination element as part of their
comprehensive plan that states principles and guidelines to be used to accomplish
coordination of the adopted comprehensive plan with the plans of the school boards,
and describes the processes for collaborative planning and decision making on

population projections and public school siting; and

WHEREAS, Sections 163.31777 and 1013.33, Florida Statutes, further reguire

sach county and the non-exempt municipaliies within that county to enter into an

Inndprofects\intergovarnmentistate\schoot interfocal agreement to bec on 4 _8_03.doc o
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interlocal agreement with the district school board to jointly establish the specific ways
in which the plans and processes of the district school board and the local governments

are to be coordinated; and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES enter into this Agreement in fulfiliment of that statutory
requirement and in racognition of the benefits accruing fo children, citizens and students

as described above; and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES desire to muiually cooperate with sach other for the
purposes of ensuring land use compatibility, insomuch as practical, between and among
the PARTIES; to provide for efficient and effective public services to residents of both
the COUNTY and CITIES; to provide for a dispute/conflict resolution mechanism; and to
establish collaborative land use planning mechanisms; and

WHEREAS, the PARTIES agree that this Agreement is a sound planning tool
based on generally accepted planning practices and principles that serves to further

intergovernmental coordination,

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT MUTUALLY AGREED AMONG THE PARTIES that the
following procedures shall be followed in coordinating land use and public school

facilities planning.
SECTION 1: RECITALS.

The above racitals are true and correct and form a material part of this Agreement upon
which the PARTIES have relied.

SECTION 2: PURPOSE OF AGREEMENT.

This Agreement is intended 1o establish a formal coordination framework, and meet the
requirements of Florida Statutes, for joint processes for collaborative planning and
decision making among the respective PARTIES as it relates to coordination of land use

and pubilic school facility planning.

SECTION 3. JOINT MEETINGS.

3.1 The Planning Technical Advisory Committee (“*PTAC”), was formally created and

established via the “Intergovernmental Planning Coordination Agreement of 18977, and

Inodprolects\intargovernmentatateischool intertocal agreement fo bee on 4_8_03.doc i’
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shall serve as a staff working group. PTAC is comprised of staff representatives from
each of the PARTIES and serves as an advisory committee to enhance
intergovernmental coordination of comprehensive plan programs and assists in
ensuring consistency between ihese programs and issues of multi-jurisdictional

concern.

392 PTAC shall meet as nesded, or at least apnually, to discuss issues, share
information and formulate recommendations regarding coordination of fand use and
school facilities planning, including such issues as population and student projections,
development trends, school needs, co-location and joint use opportunities, and anciliary
infrastructure improvements needed to support the school and ensure safe student
access. A representative from the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council shall
also be invited to attend. PTAC shall be responsible for selting meetings, including

meeting arrangements and notificalion.

3.9 The Council of Local Governmentis in Seminole County (herein referred 10 as
“CALNO™ is an existing voluntary organization of local governments established o
foster a cooperative effort in resolving common and regional problems, policies and
plans. Fach of the PARTIES shall be officially represented at CALNG by its duly
elected chief executive or by other official designated or selecied by the PARTY'S

legisiative body.

2.4 PTAC and CALNO shall meet as needed, or at least annually, in joint workshop
sessions. A representative of the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council shall
also be invited to attend. The joint workshop sessions will provide opportunities for the
representatives of the Board of County Commissioners, City Commissioners and the
School Board to hear reports, discuss policy, set direction, and reach understandings
concerning issues of mutual concem regarding coordination of land use and school
facilities planning, including population and student growth, development trends, school
needs, off-site improvements, and joint use opportunities. Meetings shall be set by

PTAC, including meeting arrangements and notification.
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SECTION 4. STUDENT ENROLLMENT AND POPULATION PROJECTIONS.

4.1 In fulfillment of their respective planning duties, the PARTIES agree 10 coordinate
and base their plans upon consistent projections of the amount, type and distribution of
population growth and student enrollment. Countywide five-year populalion and student
enroliment projections shall be revised annually and provided at the first staft working

group meeting described in Subsection 3.2.

42 The SCHOOL BOARD shall utilize student population projections based on
information produced by the demographic, revenue and education estimating
conferances pursuant to Section 216.136, Florida Statutes, where avaiiable, as modified
by the SCHOOL BOARD based on development data and agreement with the local
governments and the Office of Educational Faciities and SMART (Soundly Made,
Accountable, Reasonable, and Thrifty) Schools Clearinghouse. The SCHOOL BOARD
may request adjusiment to the estimating conferences’ projections 10 reflect actual
enroliment and development trends. In formulating such a reguest the SCHOOL
BOARD shall coordinate with the CITIES énd COUNTY regarding development trends

and future population projections.

SECTION 5. COORDINATING AND SHARING OF INFORMATION.
5.1 The SCHOOL BOARD shall submit the following information to the COUNTY and 1o

each CITY on an annual basis:

(a) On or before July 1, a listing of all new schools, land acquisitions, and school
additions and renovations proposed within the Five Year Work Plan,

(b) On or before August 1, a copy of the preliminary District Fducational Facilities Work
Plan consistent with the requirements of Section 1013.35, Florida Statutes.

{¢) On or before November 1, a copy of the final, adopted Five Year Financially
Feasible Capital Improvement Plan, including projected student populations; an
inventory of existing school facility needs and projected capacity needs for 5, 10

and 20 year periods; and information on relocatables,

5.2 In response fo the receipt of the information outlined in Subssction 5.1, the
COUNTY and each CITY shall agree to respond o the SCHOOL BOARD as follows:

IApchprojectsintergovernmentistate\school interlocal agreement o o on 48 03.doc 5
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(a) On or before September 1, identify any proposals in the district's Five Year Plan {as
submitted on July 1) that are inconsistent with the comprehensive plans of the
COUNTY and/or CITIES,

(b} On or before September 15, review and submit comments regarding the prefiminary
District Educational Facilities Work Plan received on or before August 1.

53 Prior to February 1 of each year the COUNTY and CITIES shall provide the

oliowing information to the SCHOOL BOARD:

(a) The type, number and location of residential units which have received ZOning
and/or subdivision plan approval in the previous calendar year.

(o) information regarding future land use map amendments which may impact school
facililies.

{c) ldentification of any development orders issued which require that a school site be

provided as a condition of development approval.

SECTION 6. SCHOOL SITE SELECTION, SIGNIFICANT RENOVATIONS AND
POTENTIAL SCHOOL CLOSURES.

6.1 The SCHOOL BOARD shall establish a Public Schools Facility Planning Comimitiee
to review and make recommendations to the SCHOOL BOARD on the following:
(a) Potential sites for new schools.
(b} Significant renovation, remodeling, expansion, and/or replacement of existing
school facilities
(¢} Site acquisition and development costs.
(dy Five Year Capital Improvement Plan.
(e} Revenue projections and additional funding options.
6.2 The Public Schools Facility Planning Commitiee shall be a standing committee and
shall meet on an as-neaded basis, but at least once a year. The Commitiee shall
inciude, but not be limited 1o, the following:
} Schoot administralors.
by Elementary, middle and high school parents.

(a

(

(¢} School district representatives.

(dy Seminole County Public Schools facility planning personnel.
¢

e} SEMINOLE COUNTY staff member.

Rpdigrojects\intergovernmentistate\schicol interlocal agreement 1o bee on 4_8_03.doc &
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(fy Staff member from each CITY.

5.3 The Public Schools Facility Planning Commitiee, the SCHOOL BOARD, and the

COUNTY and CITIES shall consider the following issues in the evaluation of potential

sites and major capital projects:

{a} Schools as focal points for community activities.

(b} Elementary and middle schools proximate to and within residential communities.

(¢} High schools on the periphery of residential neighborhoods, with access 10 major
roads.

dy Compatibility with prasent and projecied adjacent land uses.

g} Discouragement of urban sprawl.

fy Safe access for pedestrians and vehicles.

g} Adequate public facilities and services.

(hy Environmental, archeological or historical constraints.

(iy Conflicts with COUNTY and/or CITY comprehensive plans.

6.4 A least 60 days prior 1o acquiring or leasing property for a new school, the

SCHOOL BOARD shall provide written notice o the COUNTY andfor CITY with

jurisdiction over the use of the land. The COUNTY and/or CITY shall notify the

SCHOOL BOARD within 45 days if the proposed new site is consistent with the land

use designations and policies of the CITY and/or COUNTY comprehensive plan.
SECTION 7. SUPPORTING INFRASTRUCTURE.
The SCHOOL BOARD and the COUNTY or affected CITY shall jointly determine the

need for and timing of on-site and off-site improvements necessary o support each new
school or the proposed expansion of an existing school.  All PARTIES shall have the
option 1o enfer inlo a written agreement, if necessary, as to the timing, location, and
body responsible for constructing, operating, and maintaining the required

improvemeants.

SECTION 8. LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY, COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
AMENDMENTS, REZONINGS, AND DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS.

8.1 The COUNTY and CITIES shall include a representative, appointed by the

SCHOOL BOARD, as a nonvoting member of their respective local planning agencies,

Mpdprojectsiintargovermmentistate\schoo! interlocat agreament to boo on 48 U3 doc 7
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or equivalent agencies, to attend those meetings at which the agencies consider
comprehensive plan amendments and rezonings that would, if approved, Increase
residential density on the property that is the subject of the application. The CITIES and
COUNTY may, at their discretion, grant voting status to the SCHOOL BOARD member,
as provided for in Section 163.3174, Florida Statutes.

8.2 The SCHOOL BOARD may appeoint a represeniative to serve on the COUNTY'S
staff development review commities, or equivalent body. In addition, the SCHOOL
BOARD representative may be invited to attend meetings of the CITIES staff
development review commitiees, or equivalent bodies, when development and
redevelopment proposals are proposed which could have a significant impact on

student enrciiment or school facilities.

8.3 The COUNTY and the CITIES agree io give the SCHOOL BOARD notification of
land use applications and development proposals pending before them that may affect
student enroliment, enroliment projections or school facilities.  Such nctice shall be
orovided at least 14 days prior to final official action by the party which will act upor the
application or proposal. Failure fo provide the notice to the SCHOOL BOARD within the
14 days shall not affect the validity of any of the CITIES’ or COUNTY'S land use

applications or development proposals.

8.4 Within seven (7} days after notification by the COUNTY and/or CITY, the SCHOOL
BOARD shall advise the COUNTY and/or CITY of the school enroliment impacts
anticipated to resuit from the proposed land use application or development proposal,

and whaether sufficient capacity exists or is planned to accommodate the impacts,

8.5 In reviewing and approving comprehensive plan amendments, rezonings and

development proposals, the COUNTY and CITIES shall consider the following issues:

3} Available school capacity or planned improvements to increase school capacity.
Compatibility of land uses adjacent to existing schools and reserved schoo sites,

}
b} The provision of school sites and facilities within planned neighborhoods.
}
d)

{
(
{c
{

The co-location of parks, recreation and neighborhood facilities with school sites.

H\phproiectstintergovernmentistate\schoot interlocal agreement to boc on 4,_8_03.dos g
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(e} The linkage of schools, parks, libraries, and other public facllities with bikeways,
trails, and sidewalks for safe access.

(fy Traffic circulation plans which serve schools and surrounding neighborhoous.

(g) The provision of off-site signalization, signage, access Improvements, and
sidewalks o serve schools.

{(h) The inclusion of school bus stops and turnarounds.

(iy Other sound planning principles or appropriate development review measures.

SECTION 8. CO-LOCATION AND SHARED USE.

9.1 Co-location and shared use of facilities are important to the SCHOOL BOARD,
COUNTY and CITIES. The SCHOOL BOARD shall look for opportunities to co-locate
and share use of school faciliies and civic faciliies when preparing the District
Educational Facilities Plan. Likewise, co-location and shared use opportunities shall be
considered by the COUNTY and CITIES when oreparing the annual update to their
comprehensive plan schedules of capital improvements and when planning and
designing new, or renovating existing, community facilities. For example, opportunities
for co-location and shared use with public schools shall be considered for libraries,
parks, recreation facilities, community centers, auditoriums, learning centers, museums,
performing arts centers, and stadiums. In addition, co-iocation and shared use of
school and governmental facilities for health care and social services shall be

considared,

9.2 A separate agreement may be developed for each instance of co-location and
shared use which addresses legal liability, operating and maintenance costs, scheduling
of use, and facility supervisicn, or any other issues that may arise from co-location and

shared yse.
SECTION 10. BESQOLUTION OF DISPUTES.

i the PARTIES are unable to resolve any issue covered by this Agreement, such
dispute shaill be resolved in accordance with governmental conflict resoclution
procedures specified in the Interlocal Agreement on Mediation and Intergovernmental
Coordination established among the PARTIES in 1895.

Ppdprojentstintargovernmentistatetechool interional agreement to boo on 4.8 _03.dos 0
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SECTION 11. OVERSIGHT PROCESS.

PTAC and CALNO shall meet joinily, as needed, or at least on an annual basis, at a
public meseting to review the implemeniation of this Agreement. The meeting shall be

noticed in a newspaper of general circulation in Seminole County. Meetings shall be set

by PTAC, including meeting arrangemenis and notification,

SECTION 12. NOTICES.

Addresses for receipt of notices are as follows:

(1) SEMINOLE COUNTY

(2) CITY OF ALTAMONTE SPRINGS

(3) CITY OF CASSELBERRY

{4y CITY OF LAKE MARY

(5) CITY OF LONGWOODR

(6) GITY OF OVIEDO

(7y CITY OF SANFORD

(8) CITY OF WINTER SPRINGS

Planning Manager
Seminole County Services Building
1101 East First Street

Sanford, Florida 32771-1468

Growth Management Direclor
225 Newburyport Avenue
Altamonte Springs, Florida 32701

Community Development Director
95 Triplet Lake Drive
Casselberry, Florida 32707

Cormmunity Development Director
100 North County Club Road
Lake Mary, Florida 32746

Planning Division Manager
175 West Warren Avenue
Longwood, Florida 32750

Director of Planning and Zoning
400 Alexandria Boulevard
Oviedo, Florida 32765

Director of Planning and Development

300 North Park Avenus
Sanford, Florida 32771-1788

Community Development Director
1126 East State Hoad 434
Winter Springs, Florida 32708-2799

\pd\projectstintergoverrmentistatetechool interlocal agreement to boo on 4_8_03.dce
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(9) SCHOOL BOARD OF SEMINOLE  Executive Superintendent Operations
COUNTY 400 East Lake Mary Boulevard
Sanford, Florida 32773-7127

This Agreement shall be executed in nine (9) counterparts, each of which shall be

deemed an original,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Interlocal Agreement has been executed by and on
pehalf of the COUNTY, SCHOOL BOARD and CITIES on this
, 2003.

day of

ATTEST: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SEMINCLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

Maryanne Morse, Clerk of Circuit Court By:
Daryt G. MclLain, Chairman

Clerk to the Board of County
Commissioners of Seminole County, Date:
Florida.

As authorized for execution by the Board
of County Commissioners in their
, 2003, regular meeting.

For the use and reliance of Seminole
County only. Approved as to form and
legal sufficiency.

County Altormney

Date:

ATTEST: CITY OF ALTAMONTE SPRINGS
By:

Patay Wainright, City Clerk Fussel E. Hauck, Mayor
Date:

James A Fowler, City Altorney

pdiprojecislinisrgovernmentistate\schoot interlocal agresment to bee on 4_8_03.doc 11
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ATTEST:

Thelma McPherson, City Clerk

Catherine Reischman, City Allomey

ATTEST:

Carol A. Foster, City Clerk

Clay Simmons, City Attormey

ATTEST:

Geraldine Zambri, City Clerk

Richard . Taylor, Jr., Cily Attorney

ATTEST:

Barbara Barbour, City Clerk

Witliam L. Colbert, City Attorney

ATTEST:

Janet B. Dougherty, City Clerk

William L. Colbert, City Attorney

CITY OF CASSELBERRY

By:

Bruce Pronovost, Mayor

Date:

CITY OF LAKE MARY

By:

Thomas Greene, Mayor

Date:

CITY OF LONGWOOD

By

Daniet J. Anderson, Mayor

Dats:

CITY OF OVIEDO

By:

Tom Walters, Mayor

Diate:

CITY OF SANFORD

BY:

Brady Lessard, Mayor

Date:

Dprprojecisintergovernmentistatelschoot interlocal agreement to boc on 4.8 03.dac
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ATTEST: CITY OF WINTER SPRINGS
By

Andrea Lorenzo —Luaces, City Clerk John Bush, Mayor
Date:

Anthony Garganese, City Attorney

ATTEST: SCHOOL BOARD OF SEMINOLE
COUNTY

By:

Sandra Fobinson, Chairman

Ned Julian, Jr., Esquire
Executive Director of Legal Services By
Paul J. Hagerty, Superintendent

NOTES:

This document represenis the interiocal agreement as required by Florida
Statutes, and is based on a model interlocal agreement provided by the Florida
Department of Community Affairs. This document has been prepared by stall
from Seminocle County, the Seminole County School Board and municipalities of
Altamonts Springs, Casselberry, Lake Mary, Longwood, Oviedo, Sanford, and
Winter Springs, and represents the final draft by staff.

The final document will be transmitied fo the Florida Department of Community
Affairs (FDCA), Office of Educational Faclliies and the SMART School
Clearinghouse no later than May 1, 2003.

Please contact the Seminole County Planning Division at 407-665-7373 if vou
have any guestions regarding this agreement. Thank you.

Ppo\projectstintergovermmenistata\schoot interlocal agreement to boe on 48 03.doe 14



STATE OF FLORIDA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
AFFAIRS

“Dedicated fo making Florida a better place to call home”

JEB BUSH COLLEM CASTILLE
GOVRITIOH Secretary

February 14, 2003

WMr. Tony Matthews
Principal Planner J——
Seminale County

1101 Fast ‘Evst Stres
Sanford, FL 32771-1468
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PLARNMIMNG DIVIEION i

|
1 LFEB 18 003
l

Dear My, Matthews:

The qurmne nt received your Draft Interlocal Agreement bebween Seminole County, the
mupicipalities in the County, and the Seminole C(?su'uty School Board, You indicated that you
uﬂkhm the Dvpa,rmmﬂt to review the draft agreement to see i it met the reqwirc:mem@ of Sections
16331777 and 1013.33, F.8. for an interlocal agreement for public school facility planning, The

draft agreement does mclude all required components.

The Department recognizes the work done 11 g‘utﬁnﬁ togﬂﬂ her this a ;;r eement and (ooks
forward to helping Seminole County and all the mun! icipalities implement this new reqUIrement.
The County’s dedication to the comprehensive e planning powss&s is ev ,_dcm i your
bom?ﬂlmuu to meeting this new requirement. If vou have any qve%tior‘s or need additional
information, 1 age contact Marina Pennington at (830) 922-1809 or via e- matl at

AL PETT] erur (pdea.state flus.

Mike McDamel
Regional Planning Administrator

ZEE55 SHUMARD C}AK BOULEVARD - T’RE_LAHASSEE, F‘O‘RIDA 22388-2100

Prpne: 350.48B.8B466/Suncam 278.8468 FaX: m 2910781
: Ir.terﬂct address: hitpod/lwww. doa
b [ C
CRITICAL STATE CONCERN ETELD GFFICE COMMUNITY PLANNING EMERGENCY mmrsmsm ;eé&fggfmingmmwzw

o Cak Fuiwvm’*

Jay, Suite 213




Tony Matthews To: dlucarelii@cfi.rr.com, lawsy @il rr.com
co: rhauck@cilrr.com, jihush @witerspriongstl org,
rmciemore @wintersoringsfl.org, closter @ lakemaryl.com

Subiect interlocal Aareement Tor Public School Facility Plannin [
] g

02i25/2000 03:48 PM

To: Jo Arn Lucarelli, President
Huntington Pointe HOA

Subiect: Interlocal Agreement for Public Sehool Facility Planning
Dear Ms. Lucareilh
We have received a copy of your email that was criginaily sent 1o the City of Gasselberry (see below).

As the staff facilitator for development of the subject interlocal agreement, | am writing in hope that | may
clarify the purpose and intent of the subject agreement and address your several concems.

First, the agreement is required by the Florida Legislature via an amendment 1o the 2002 Florida Statutes,
and is required by local govarnments throughout Florida.  Please note that the agreement was not
initiated by Serminole County, any County municipality nor by the Seminale County Schoaol Board, nor doas
it directly relate to any existing or proposed school. The general purpose of the agreement is 10 ensure
that local governments and school boards coordinate iand use and public school facility planaing.

Secend, the agreement that was available at the January 30, 2003, community mesting, held at the Schoo
Soard office on Lake Mary Boulevard, was prepared by stalf from Seminole Couniy, the Seminoie County
Sehool Board and the cifles of Altamonte Springs, Casselberry, Lake Mary, Longwood, Oviedo, Sanford,
and Winter Springs {i.e., the parties). The draft agreement is mased on the model provided by the Florida
Department of Community Affairs {Le., Department) - the model agreement you referred to in your email.

Finally, Florida Statutes provide a number of minimum sriteria that muat be incorporatad inlo the
agreement. The drait agreement prepared by the pariies cited above has been reviewed by the
Department, and on February 14, the Department issued a feter stating that the draft agreement includes
all the required components. The parties intended o nclude only the minimum components, per Florida
Statutes.

Additional mestings/hearings will be ongoing by the parties prior to submittal of tha final document (by May
1, 2003} to the Department. The Seminole County Land Planning Agency will conduct a brigfing on the
subject agreement at their meeting on March 5, 2003, beginning at 7:00 p.m., or as soon thereaftor as
sossible, in the County Services Building, 1101 kast First Street, Sanford, Florida, Room 1028 (Board
Chambers). | have atizched a copy of the Fact Sheet and the draft agreement, for your information, that
will be presentad to the Land Planning Agsnicy.

| hope this will clarfy some of the Issues related 1o the subject agrecment. Please fesl free to contast me
if you have any additional questions. Thank you.

Sehool Interiocal siafl final draft agreement.  scheol interfocal fact sheet to lucarellid



Tony Matthews

Planning Division

1101 East First Street

Sanford, FiL 32771

407-665-7373

"CDD - LR Planner (Roland Magyar)' <irplanner @ casselberry.org>

i S

DD - LR Planner To: <Thaithew@co.seminole.fl.us>
{Foland Magyar)” oo
<irplanner@cassslberr  Subject: FW: Semincle County Schiool Board

y.org>
02/03/2003 04:33 PM

ann Lucarelli, president of the Huntington Pointe

grew up in Casselberyy and spent the first ten

I would
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Tony Matthews oo tiongwell@cl longwood.flus, Iiplanner@c asselberry.org,

bitlw @ allamonte.org, {rankmCa tamonte.org,

odd director @G oas 5c;berw org, tormana @lakemaryfi.com,
jsargent@cliongwood. fLus, hoobh @ci.oviedo fius,

'wcrre @ cioviedo.flus, aeﬂ @ ci.sanford.flus,

d\anne k\ame;@wpw 12 flus, chiefplanner@ casselberry.org,

ibaker@winterspringsfl.org, glenda_clements @seps.ki2 flus

02/04/2003 10:58 AM

(100
Subject: FW. inlerlocal agreement

Tony Matthews

Planning Division

1101 East First Street

Sanford, FL 32771

407-865-7371

~~~~~ Forwarded by Tany Matthews/Semirole on 02/04/2003 11101 AM e -

"CLD - Chief Planner To: "THalthew (F-mail)" <TMatthew @co.semincle flus>
(Sandra Smith)" oo

«chiefplanner@cassel  Subject: FW: interlocal agreermnent

herry.org>

02/04/2003 10:19 AM

Tony: FYLas requtﬁsl@d. Sandra

From: j_,z-n,n‘z't { nmi ‘;"i’ wwsy @t ar.com]

Sent: Monriay, February 03, 2003 1:537 PM

Ta: Adm - Exec. Asst o CM (Judi Rombeliy, CDD - Ch armer (Sandra Smith)y rhauck @cllor.com;
hush @ winterspringsilorg: rmelemore @ wintey spzmgﬂ;.mg_, cfoster@ilakemarylecom; dincareli@ctirr.eom

Suhbiect: interlocy] agreement

To whom it may concern:

My husband and T attended the meeting regarding the interlocal agrecment proposed hy the Seminole County Sehool
Board, As residents of Lake Mary, we know only oo well what happens when the school board does nof get11's
way with the oity involved... Jawsuits! This agreement as wiiiten appears 16 favor the school board and 1t's plans, not

the rights of the cities involved.

This schoal board has demonstrated 1o us recently that they helieve they have absolute power over the City of Lake
Marv because of their insistence on placing the Excel school w a very valualle stretch of the 1-4 corridor. They
urchased a bulding for over SE].I)G(LOOU despile the fact that the area this building 1 is lncated is not zoned for this
vpe of facility, and the f‘éty refused to re-zone the land. The result? A Jawsoit aeainst our oity for not giving them
what they wanted! Incredible, 1sn't it? Thf dangerous precedent being set here i that the school hoard helieves that
they have absolule power over the citics of Seminole County and ihis should greatly concern all of the cities
invoived. The school baard does not have ahsobuie power and all cities should have the absolute v juht 1o say "MNo"

o
&
+
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is hoard is not in the best interests of thelr raxpayers.

when anvihing presented to them by €

We would encourage vou fo review the model interlocal agreement presented by Governer Bush and compare it

with the one presented to you by the school board. We respectfully ask that the cities of Seminole County not be

pressured by the school board into signing the agreement as presented. The cities of Semincle County must unie
Jet this school hoard know that they cannot take over cortrol of our ates.

Thank you.

Faul and Laura Jakob



Minutes for the Interlocal Agreement for Publie School Facility Planning
LPA/PEZ Commission
March 5, 2003

Members present; Alan Peltz, Dick Harris, Chris Dorworth, Thomas Mahoney,
Ben Tucker, Beth Haltaway, and Dudley Bales

Blso present: Matt West, Planning Manager, Rob Walsh, Principal Coordinator,
Jeff Hopper, Senior Planner, Cynthia Sweet, Planner, Tony Matthews, Frincipal
Planner, Mahmoud Najda, Development Review Manager, Karen Consalo,
Assistant County Attorey, and Candace Lindlaw-Hudson, Senior Staff Assistant

BRIEFING: Interlocal Agreement for Public School Facility Planning
County Wide Tony Matthews, Principal Planner

Mr. Matthews stated that Florida Law requires local governmenis to develop
and execute an interfocal agreement for coordinated land use and public school
facility planning. Mr. Matthews has been working with the Planning Technical
Advisory Committes to accomplish what is being presented in his staff report
which is in its finalized form. The Commitiee is comprised of a representative
from the School Board, a representative from Seminole County, and &
representative from each of the seven cities in Seminole County. The strike
through areas represent revisions to the agreement made since it was last
orovided (o the Commission.

Mr. Mafihews stated that he had sent the earlier staff report to the members of
the Board in January and then had held a community meeting with the School
Board to obtain input for this final report.  Only two comments from the public
had been received pertaining to the formulation of the final agreement. The first
comment was that the Committee should have incorporated more of the model
agreement into the final agreement, and secondly, a comment was made that
the School Board was involved with this agreement io the detriment of the local
government,

Mr. Matthews requested input from the members of the Board, He had
received input from all of the cities pertaining to the agreement. The Committee
believes that the agreement contained in the packet meets all of the Forida
Statutes, The Depariment of Community Affairs (DCA) has also reviewed the
agreement. They have also stated that the agreement meeis all of the Forida
Statutes. The final executed agreement is due to DCA by May 1, 2003,

Mr. Matthews concluded by saying that he would be taking the agreement o
the Board of County Commissioners for approval on April 8. Fatlure of local
government to develop this agreement may end up in local governiments having
sanctions toward them, as well as the School Board,

Staff is asking for support from the Board on the agreement so that he can
forward it on to the Board of County Commissioners.

Minutes for the Seminole County LPA/P&Z Commission 1
March 5, 2003



Commissioner Mahoney stated that he supported the agreement. |t puls into
writing three or four things that Seminole County has been doing for a number
of years. There may be a number of counties that do not have a Council of
Local Governmenis (CALNG) or a dispute resolution agreement ike we do in
Semincle County. We were probably in compliance, short of having i put into
writing and having everyone sign off on an agreemeant.

Commissioner Haltaway asked Mr. Matthews who was intended to be the
School Board representatives referred to on Page 7, Line 174C.

Mr. Matthews slated that the Legislature has reguired in 2002 thal School
Boards appoint a representative 10 serve on local planning agencies,

Commissioner Hattaway asked who the people were that were supposed o
serve on the Public Schools Facility Planning Commities.  Ars they School
Board members, appointees from the general public, or from some olher
source’?

Mr. Matthews said that these people could be from stalf or members of the
community.

Commissioner Hatlaway said that the Public Schools Facility Planning
Commitlee seemed o contain people from all areas except members of the
public.

Commissionsr Mahoney made a motion that the Board recommend
approval to the Board of County Commissioners,

Commissioner Pellz seconded the motion.
The molion passed by unanimous vote.

Minutes for the Seminole County LPA/P&Z Commission 2
March b, 2003



